The validity of the Kinesthetic Aftereffect (KAE) as a measure of personality has been criticized because of KAE's poor test-retest reliability. However The major thrust of research using KAE to assess individual differences in personality has come from the hypothesis offered by Petrie (1967; Petrie, Collins, & Solomon, 1958 (Petrie et al., 1958; Poser, 1960; Ryan & Foster, 1967; Sweeney, 1966) ; reactivity to sensory deprivation (Petrie et al., 1958; Bakan and Thompson (1962) and recently confirmed (Baker, Mishara, Parker, & Kostin, in press; Mishara & Baker, 1978a) .
These bias effects render second and later session KAE scores invalid as a measure of the stimulus-intensity modulator hypothesis (Baker, Mishara, Kostin, & Parker, 1976 ), but do not affect the validity of scores from the first KAE session. When KAE personality findings are considered for one-session studies, the validity literature is clearly supportive (see Table 1 (Gupta, 1974; Mishara & Baker, 1978b, in press). (Baker, Mishara, Parker, & Kostin, in press; Mishara & Baker, 1978a) (Baker, Mishara, Kostin, & Parker, 1976 ).
Since test-retest reliability is an inappropriate measure, alternative estimates of true reliability should be considered. The high internal consistency reported here should correct the false impression created by the test-retest findings that KAE has never demonstrated &dquo;true&dquo; reliability. The present findings converge with the strong evidence of KAE first-session validity (Baker, Mishara, Kostin, & Parker, 1976) , indicating that a one-session KAE procedure remains a viable index of personality functioning.
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